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To the Zoning Board of Appeals and P&Z Staff

In trying to determine all of the changes proposed by the Applicant from the structure and site plans approved
by the ZBA and the P&Z Commission, there appear to be no drawings comparable to the "north", "south' and
"east" drawings that show how the structure would have looked from those three directions had the house been
built as approved.. All that appears in the file for the latest version are architectural drawings as to certain
floors. In reading the Applicant's comments as to what is now being proposed, it appears that the application
seeks to make further changes from those that are evident in the one photograph of the uncompleted, existing
structure.

I believe it crucial that an artist type drawings of the now proposed house be prepared and placed in the file
immediately. The drawings should show the north, south, east and west sides of the now desired

structure. Only then can all understand what the now proposed final structure will look like. Those drawings
should also note the siding, the roof and other aesthetic materials that would be used if the ZBA were to
approve the Application for a variance now pending.

Also, it was my sense from the July 14th Public Hearing that the Applicant may be making further changes, i.e.
changes to reflect comments of the ZBA to the present, "new" design. If that occurs, drawings as requested
above should then be provided as part of that submission. Without all such clear visual drawings, no one other
than an architect can understand what the final proposed structure will look like.

Finally, all of these changes from the original approvals, namely those already made, those proposed to be made
and those that might still be proposed, suggest that the Applicant should combine all of its efforts, drawings and
submissions in one inclusive application for a variance for what it would like the ZBA to act upon. The present
approach is, to me, wrong, likely to generate confusion, likely to omit items or cause important items not to be
evident. It would be much cleaner and probably more in compliance with the Law, Regulations and the
Administrative obligations of the ZBA if the Applicant began again with one, new variance

application. Without that, the public and probably the ZBA will not be absolutely certain of what is occurring.
In addition, absent that approach, one new application, I will speculate that the ZBA will simply vote to deny
the pending application on September 4th since all is too confusing. While some may like such an outcome, it
actually may be unfair to the Applicant. I ask the ZBA, P&Z Staff and Town Counsel to consider my thinking.

This matter deserves a complete "do over". Thank you.

Don Bergmann 32 Sherwood Dr. Westport CT 203 226 8712
1



